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hsimth yif^ict><u| 

srftrcj^rr 

24 ■3T T PRT, 2004 


^lflffr ft / 41/2003- ^ -W ^TRT arfvfoPI, 1963 (1963 38 ) ^TTT 49 3J^rT TlfoRTt ^1 3 h 4| j I 

ftr tig i' q r rR y^*K 9d<^gKI, Wt cTT^Tf % fol* ^ cffa T^ft*TT ^ T F J RT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^c| [ g< e(TcT %f>?\ ItH "^TRI % 3TRTR TTeF^T 3jfoT % ^3*IK, Pindcfl % I 


vH4l^ cIToT WT ^TRf 


yvjc4> yife<h<ai 

9^ 01 1. tfHHPift /41/2003 -ifrFrt tit 
3ffo? T 

(3™ 2004 $510 3 for ^TifoO 


3rfore> 


^^cPTDfXJT^T cn^%fcT?% cflgtjfolT PWiRct 4 ) foP? uKJls* elTcT MrW "*!»** 

^ 3JRT 9^14 ^ I 


2 . 


(i) 



c3> % teRT 4> fcP? ^gfo^rf cRd ^IRRt % foq 4SFOT^gfon3ft % 

ten? 1993-95 3 ^TcT 9ffoy3 WI ^ 3f ^ 9§T fo?RTT 3T£TR 9? 3ir<ifcd foj ^ I ^cfot 

Tif^r ifocRi % jr*R) 5RT4CT ^^ritr 3fR RwtH 'gPfftqtffoi 3&- 


(<f>) 3?K 4-#<J Tffofor ^) fcpr ^ fo/RT 1 

0s)ffoyfa<r4 

C*r)^fT- 


(u) - 3RRTd sik^r fo<Mi ^ I 

(ii) vN4 l' I<frd^ MWR Ml^df^T i v39fol^rfe4 cfa 3?K % 4^*1 ft # ^ * i l ^ t v»9<iV(W 

4> terer 3tr? 4^4 ^ ^ 5 F?^?r % wErt sft g# 4 j fcnj <r^Mt imi 9^h %1 

'Hdl^tjN Pi^cfci fon ! 


(jji) XRP^teRIiaft % 3£2RH 9^ cJrT TR ?Rc( R1RR 9*>1^ "^4 ^ ?ft 

3?foT fov^ ^r 3qirfoT JRH fom fo4 17 *14*«K 1995 ^ tc^J ^ 9^ fo^n W sn 1 HI^H <il^-li <V ^Nr 1 :^ % 

^ ^?T% ^9194 ^F *]vjK 


czm 









[MPT III—' 


■HTCcf eRT : '3TOT^TT U I 


TO 

TJI5'? ^ «5M 

t^esr#) 

rtl^l 

fcfcWTt 

cfl$H ^>T ^TPeT 

sm SWlf^T 
^TSTPcT (5pt^1.) 


0.4064 

4422.13 

1797.154 

5388 


0-2191 

: 4570.23 





0.3239 

| 4570.23 




^t^TCJoT 

0.4572 

! 4570.23 

5144.518 


25396.05 


0.4572 

j 1254.10 





; 02191 

4871.23 

1067286 




I 0.3239 

4937.32 

1346.382 

5973.127 

24,944.40 

3fI^FR?T 

j 0.4064 

4871.23 

1577.791 




0.4064 

4871.23 

1979.668 



afRsn^sn^cf 

0.4064 

5206.73 

2116.015 

6624.00 


0.4064 

130.00 ”~ 1 




3fI^3fT^t^cf 

0.6096 

3263.18 

4031.302 


12,093.91 


0.6096 

3263.18 





0.2191 

4024.33 




Rf'Jvjl T$[ 

0.3239 

4090.42 

4076.758 


12463.05 


0.4572 

4090.42 




fm 

0.3239 

5002.13 

1620.190 

4576.00 

^■q-dfl'^ci 

cf 1^*1 Rwi^ ^ 


8868.00 


fcl 

24759.064 

100353.41 


(-U-- 1 - - - 

(ii) \ Wf Wi % ^TRT 2^R ?WTf ^ J J u H9>d 50% 3>F, W* 3f|^fed 

^ HR ^5 ^ %WT 3 ^fRT % 1 *PJ ^ $> fen? ^Fffcfto fo? !?> 

£g>) ^R^zjt ^ "5pRef ^T<%, 3R5ZT 3?R ijfif fe<t>K1 ^T dMItf 4^ ^ % I 

(^) ^j%jr?(^fcRn^) wr 3,5^4.00 Mq rar^f 

| !^f>^^^^i^-cfm-^n<?>i m* cftt%% foRf^R 
f^TT vjfRT | TOT $R3RT 'dH^VlcpnlST? 3fiaf<iH-1 ^11 %> c1M<P^ 

cn) t^t cm<fo <& ^r ^ 3.5 ^ $ 4.0 ^ <&> $ % ^ ^ ^ 

fstcfrf 1 

(in) % ^ 3 pir fife, ^iRtfcifr tofftret . qgftafH ^TfeRf 

(iv) % cf 1 ^ 3 PTTC ^ ^ ^RTRoft 3 efFj^ft, frre*f ^ terf^rr ^ 

^?3TcJt1? I 

9, ft^r gM fero 12 ^ 2004 ^r ^Tfecr ^r ^ fofere iregM aft j ft ufo’jy* xg™ 

i ^r 3 ^3t *rt ®St > % few 23 2004 apfl to. fafem ^r v5fre ffon I 

fated iKjfipft 3 jRga ^pftgl ^r feortMT 3ft «K3t*g ^ f> 


**cittMN|J5 *w Icimd Jrt^ra 


\ ft ft. ft ft ^ 

xtTpwIHT wiCTwIt 


v^ t nci sra ( 3 x <?>i 'sm x w? efT^ ^r wnisi ^ w* w ^ cjni 
cWli) jnrarf^cT ^ ^ Jffcf v3c{I^H TO ^3 feP? ^ ^ T rf^ JTP 1 ! i ^ -^ t wh hts ^0T 

' ' ~ * ■ 9TT l W^, Wt^>^2^3 cfoft ^i ^ t i ^ 

3.5 ## ^ 3 fr? ^ft «k 4 Ptto»i f 

rp?cf ^ 3?MR 3FFTRT W «IT l ^ 

^mii w^ ^^ 1 tjT^frtfii^frcrajk^ 

12 TiHeT 3?R ^Rt 3?R 1 o?Rf ^T ^^?ST 3ftR ^ci ^ 
5E2R> ^T % o4M ^T #T ^TT X W^ ^ «1*^l4 

SIRfT % I 31OT OT 3NTO 

I _ 
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.— 

ft ¥Hi ft? fft? (ft-ftq-^?ffti = wi Rrp 
oqRT X cTf^P ft cWli X 0.50) ft 
fft4??R^I efKcfl % I 

(cj>) TPRftl ft cR’ftRft 3fW 2^R to? ft 
fftftftO c|r?ft ft efPId 4£H ft % i 
ft ft 15 p?%s w) 
ftfrtj ft 3TR 3ft ft^M ftxP fft-P 
uTRT WTPT % I tel ftft T? ^T3J fftftr 
c5l? tfflft SWcfft itci fftn TPT t I 


(73) *T5P oTT^T ft?RjR ft om§ ft W 
^h^=t ftftftq ft yr^ 3.5 ftt ft 4 ftt hp? 
D t, ^fRT^ra^f I P? ft 3RT 

^fT#ra?tfe^ ft wn ftft ft? f?p? I I ft- 
ftPEftftn ft? ftp? jm cPift ftg ft> 

ftft, ft?ft cTT^T ft? WR ftR pftft fe % 
ft>ftfttft^'RRTP|RTft^? | TTeFT 

ftR 3FP vdftMPKM ft? PTFft ft 3flft 
\j|H ft ^tftT 5RR ftH P? ET? FRT TYPT 
ftr Ettft? pftpft Rift ft? fftfaf ft xHpftl 
ft 3lft RcM PIPET oTP ftftt ftfr ft I 

(iii) ft ftp J‘W ofT^ftft ft ftft ^ifqRicp RrftRrft 

Moit, ftmi 3ft ft 

jrftcKT <ftft %g to ftft Wi RT^ti ft? 
ftfftRl^ 18 ET? PIP ftft Plfft I 

(iv) ft ftp 3RR ft?PoI EFlft ft 5 Rt 4 #1 PfFI 

O t k.H ^i a ft Rfft fftqqRft aft? ^mu 

wftwft? ^taft (w-pft citi #) wi 
PRpft^i I 


ft wftrPTcfift ft Rft£ ft y^H ft 
ft 3 ft? qj^q ftft ft fftftft <m ^vRPftfttP rp 4 3ftra ft 
3flpfcp PRfftn sit I qr^-^ft ft? ft ftp? fftfcl 
^RI, T?ft pft "pf Wlft ft> 3H3R *R ft>PT W 2J] | 
T^tlftp?^ Oll’pft^f £tRI ft?PT RPI S7T 1ft> 

^MpV l 4ytM ETCI cFPFT ^cl ft>5 W?g ft WPT gH ft ^ 

Rftt ^iftr ^T eft 3tR WP Pft oPft TO ft 

^ffkcT ftPcTISl ft ^ar fftpi PRTT I 

ft ftft TlftPI eft WTT PRef WPI ^OTft vSPftPl ef)T ft=? ft PFP 
ft WPI -cJlfft? cftlfft) "pf ^RT e^NlRep ?ftftpT 

ft 'dMPVf fftjPT WRTf % ! PT^P eR^ P§faT RT PWI % 3ft? 
^fT ft ?pR RFT ft ftlft P?ft, ftp?Tftft ClRT vJeiftR 


snftep ft^ aig^TR ft ftft 3pft^F ftifti ft jprrft % I 


ft^rfftftf WZ vJMftpetrdfert <FT % 

I ^FF fftp^ ft pft % t 'HISFl 

^qpViTrt^^f ft^iftsp^?/ w^?1999ftF^^Hftt 
P5lft yTjjci^ eft ftft ft 3Plft wft elep 3Plft 3TcPT- 

3?cET cnftt t I snftiFftf ^jR Pki^ T?ft eft ftxfR ft 

WI RT^ft ft T^n siqftHIcM) ^tftn ft 11 


jrt 5<frr ft <£?rft ft^ ^gr<nft 25 ^ 2004 fti 


^5xRT ft? et>jftdP ft 3Pftte ftt P| ft! I ft 

fpsi^ I 


10.2. ftjw ft ft^?ftftft ft ftl?pftft ^ ft? 3R^TR ftR ^rftwftsft ft? ^ ft> 3TI?IR pfftpftrp P^FIT Iftftftl Iftftft 
^ ^ 5FRT?F^ ftWf tft^ I 


10.3. ^rg^i ft ^ ft, ft?pftft ft ft ftp ftfti t? 3m ^ p? wz T?) ^ 

^rH j ^fRTPTP PRft 3ft? vlft 'pjft cR 3F^fty fft?PT PPI 2F I 5Rf^R ft ftpftft ft IftftP? 13 vjcfl^ 2004 ft? 3Pfft T? UTO 

A ^ tftp ft P^f: 



ftrppftft tf>T \3 tR 

(^?) triftMftftftp^PT^ Wffft>fft?3PHl*Il *Wl 

(i) 'ftft q? (Pift Tjfft ftF ftft cRi ^sn pi qfe 3R) qigq ftM ft? 
fft? 

( 5 ^ -qj^q ft eP«nf X ’Fflftcl PTgft °^1’0 

+ 600 Mt, p?lft -^IdM 1 ftte?) x ^?. qtft p.ft. ftft FT?, 

wftft) 
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____ , , , - .-■ .■■■■ -- .■ ■ 1 

Oi) tpM / mtR t? ^ wr cfi^M & 

t ^ Jftef W = Wf oWif X 

^rfer tott^t m ^r?^f oqm if. + 300 ft.4t. x 

wpt 

(ipr / mm tot J rf wr ^ Rttj ^ ^ sptr 

RrriW^r di'wRch dPR $>3nsirc^t) t 
(iii) TR M# Wf 0)14-1 ^fcTP^^fa 3RR 

t efft JWR Mftef ^ 2004 ^ 

^TPfR $> 3tWR ^R MRd f^7 ^Tet t t ^7 if 

jfeT ^ 4% ^T v5fi^Et t $K ^ ^ 

miffed feRT^rent i 

(H) c^^fcP?t^T 

TTrPTT^rgt^T ^ 1>)M|^| 

o5l4 R'qpicf) ^?f IWn t?fT % ? 

d^i ^T\< Mff 

(M) Wf PP?P ^ Icris' *?[<f (W'd'^H) W «r<j 

MH41^gl?lf^n^TetT% 1 

^ti \3 tr cfcrrf^r. % mpt tom A 

^RT & TT?^ S^cT C^t Tit ^ ^ SPTT^r *R ^fMr 
srntft ^ fty tPM/as?ErR ^>r ft* ifRrtcFn w«hi 


ii. ^r^if wrfr ft aft, ^ m ^ cfa 

WTT 5T?5cT ^ 3>r 3pj&S *RT «fT I ^ 3HWTW%^T?^ I 


\2. it^m trpt^ ^ *wfed yfph^l sRf ^ pj|'^d4 ft 3?fft^g (R<w4) ft 'dMd^d % I ?Fd fcFBfMf 

B?ft §rt f^p 7jT7 ^ vHRi^i ^RT *TSff ^T 3 P?p[ % ft^T Rj^i ^PpTT I ft fft<R°I shA <^*1150 vww.tariffauthority.org *R 
ftt \Md*J ?PTT i 


13. 

BMTcitft: 

(i) 


Of) 


(S) 


(tv) 


(v) 


^T 5^°t *R <t>Adlt ft> <?NR ’Ojjfed ^-11 aft? "'d'g<frf ^sisftl ft y^n d"^ ft> 3TWR ?? fftMfdfed fitter 

^pft&ft, fet 1 ^ Rpft FdToR^ ft? arrere * r?pp t-?ppi ??ffird>T 

STRSMl^nsfT I fflft) 3{f%R<KT, BrPTft ft #<T ft? IftR ftt ^ SfTlfeT 3ft I HTfoRpft FdTcPtf m W 
I ril^T eTC^ftf 3? gftfcFT TRef wft 3ft 3%ft ~ft vdHdViqni^t ft> ^ <ra> yfrRd 3yH T % I B'dd % 

^TTgn vj l|ftpt<frtft ^fftffTaft I Wl ffi? ftPmftcg (^I^M) ftft ftt <^WfT ftft % t ^<Ppf°S Hl$q dl$ft dXoi <W*jj 3ft 
^ vwftpleft rftft) c^? 1 ^ Wet % I MPTeft ft, ft BTf? Hf?ft TRef 3>Pft 3ft 3ft ft ft vffT^t t? aft? \3ft ftf^R 

I vdMftWfM 3ft ft W HI^ftftT^^ 3rcft-3Ffft %3> m% d3> Rtflft ftt 3t^ ^ 

^flfttf I ^ 

%ftta &? <& wt ft>fft<?ft arw^r ^aflofRi vrcftPT3nft aft? ft^c! smeMM w? 

efT^jf ftwti ^'fefg WB |[RT 3TRfcd Mf?r, ^PR MR^dT MM % eft? T^I ^ f ^artqfc^ R 
Tgi fe?T?T ?mpf TPT# firfe viM-aVtcbd 1 ^ c^ atR wti ^Riart 3fffe^^r % % i "STF^t 

^T^r^rect foB? ?dxt qnf? wf ar^ wft f er? l ^r ^pt gfi gioi 

i MT?^Rr WBt A Rt Kf-1% % ^ ftxT ^ t, <i^f«Hl A y<M<P)Kr[ 

I >Jdl<P HRcT 1 9g^ t i^l fi Ff - f*F T 

I cReT dipfr WT Rl^rt ^ MFtet eftd JPTR M Wf 3Rf arf&dxR H^NTld ^ ^ ^ 

d-*HTi y4tct ^ I , 

^¥f€r ^ ^ mu f^RRi eRt if 50% cr> wto ^t #n ^ %, ^ 

eOd STprfcf %f)T5 ^ M|f d^ef f^TT WBT ril^ ( v^lfo ft d>?T ^FTT I, vJ'ddjl y-wiri, q^MH3il^/ 'dHsfldl 

& scrg^TRdBrii wii^^dgrfW?^Rrak°r%feR m#11 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ wt eff^qt % ^tra % wmt arrefere ^^ci %> feri? ^ cfor gw eRFf <pi ^^iig fi^rc % I 

^ ^ KTH ^ ‘dpppftST ^RT 3gMd ^ c^ twf'Sk ^ 3 r^P) W stgM^a dl^d oqq>MT Hl^dT % 
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Rt TTeiPFF fo-tft 4t T^F H4>Kdl t I Ofolfo ?T?F dccRs fo^FT ^PR | afa ^jgcRT ^TcfeRF foft£ ^ 

jme. tRrr I, wi cn^r «w^l^ 4> ^Ffr #? 4tfof> (PiTcrgrffo) ^ R mfm w t§‘ 11 4^*44 §g> wf rtst 
4> THt a*R 3g^T°I 4> gfodd it 3pr?W W <*F<F6l4 / T^'p-cf dlfF %, TFtfo RFf'I dF-RF %T*FeF 4 4d4 dl^HF, dg*F 
cTSI, <m<taPtcp hi 4 "Rf TR fcPTT RTT fo3Fg?5FU[ vNRtR'^ait cfiT vlxl^cJlf^cci %, ^Rflfo 

vi^ TFfoR fo*FT %, ^KfRlcn d4t % i 98383 T*f 4fo? S^Td 4> fog 5 FW cPTHT ftfofcl Td % 31-^Rldl^ for' 
mfa> RI?q dT^dt gKI 4 Rdl ddl g^F TT t 1 Wl>Wrfeft ‘4 Td Sfa 4> fog gTcFFF cJR 4 eft 3 ftdT 

*0?t <ft FjfT d<F*4 Rt d4 fofT dft W ft I sRTfog uFggftft gR! y<rllf^r| FFd dftad? dft fo*FT RTF 'tfcfxll I 
(vi) Ti? T<?foR cftF-FI ?PTT fo RgTIrR ^^TRTT 4 4 dl<F ^R^ll cf?F TFIf 4> fog ~<ft4 RF-HH ^ d(gdft fogy vrUcTT I 
fofod TrRf 4 c& 4> Wfte 4? for SPrMt cR 3&WJ rd4 WF Kd gt TF ft ftTR <R?4 St 3FT3 TOkTT t 1 
ftTTfrft 4 ^ ^Hl dcrt^-tR % fo 4 Rfa gfoFF ft fog ft Tgl fo?FFT wt gfftFT ft fog dfigcR tR 
3rt#r fo^fi tri %, ftrgrgf ^g^Ri ft ft rm dwft Mr m 3Fisnfor I l gfdifo, ^r 

gw tr ^ araw ft g°r-ftft f^xRi r^n r# #tt, ^ c¥fr rfofT <& wit <?*% cp for 9 T?r difRt gRn 
T'Fd rrctr^ ^ grr^t Pmi gfoi ^prt d^t^ii % ! g|cr> r^t r?% ^it vi4^Vi0Ttt3it^nrcifocF r?sj| t[^ 
#?^TT.f^Si^forg T RTHf^fT : 5rHT| I 

fvii) ^ ^tr 4 >T$^ S ?tr # ( 3 Tdi^e) rmflcT ?!^t t apfe gr^t T^r di^F #? wi on^rt 

3>pt^> ^fra - ^ cHcTf dll^.Pf^T I ■RT^I dTSd ^ ^ gfo c^t -<jUMi RT^RT dljFH % cJp?T d^l^ cf> 3R£TR W 

^t PIFttI v^4> >8d^rTc¥r WTdT?r r^r cFT^IM'>ttte^ : ?t^7yir^T? 

fr fogR fo^rr trt ^Tt%r #? fo^Fr sfr-srti ^qrtw^sit ^t, T^srrTr ^fot rRc^r % ptm 

(viii) +idl 

I ^T^#T?IT^tc#g#, t#to H]ift , 3#fr 

tt^rt 11 ^ t fo '^^■HiPini Tfo ^ nrr tt wi -Bfrr ^ «ft# -sRTfcffo rff 

11 wfTffor^^rTT#^ w^^mTT 3 TWifot i 

fRt "4t foRF dRT x?f[gi» ct4H^> ycf>K H-f?RlRl<H ^ cRF 'dH^Vt r -PTlfelt ^RI citfo^cf) ^qtvjR ^F vJTRpT t^>RI vJfTcfT 
I t 'H^lRtdl Rfo^T^for 4 RPTrU TR?FT% I 


WRTfoT ^Ffo St^ % 3FfofoSF ^SRT TTT g^T, ^Fd ^ ^ 3FTTFR ^FT% Rfot T^F cFTHt ^Tt ^foT t 
% ^ jim cF^d ^ fo^FT wi I, rrr^t rt ^ 3 rter rt^f dr^r ^ nfo^t <£\ ptrf 1 ^fo 

^1 ^F? fo^ cf^g ^ ^Cf)d ?F% f fo ^fTF^t m cf^r Rd 3lteR, % W! RRI dff % ?Tt 

focPT cp ;g%5R dt %TcF 50% ^r fom gfor #tt f ^fo at^t % mfot ^ w tt^f Tn^t 

uffocpft, gdt 3Flfo % \3TR ^ gT'^ft f, ^ folfo 3F^ft /dl'RJIP t ! cp 3Fg^R, ^T gt^t 3 TTd? TTcF afo 

rr cfR ^lBlcf)K HI^H dl^-l % TRTfF Tt gm rft ^FcFT % 1 %Td m 3ff^cf>R ^IcTT %, ^Tffor, ^T 
jjct^K ^rFRcit^, ^fo*l ^Jg^d ^^lPldirfo^rR 50%foRT^FTrFFAlTt I ^T fofcTT ^T fo<5tid ^ 

% fo f^fo j i tr atT wFtwrfr ^ rFFtte A t 3 ?r ^ TRi t PFt ^ t% giRT % u r? rrscrr^t cr 
^iteR" % sw, vjh^Vi^tiM fo^r-forr ^ ^ ^ siteirgm I Pffor Tfor^i ^ m\ 50% ftnr 

^Tflr l 


14.1. 


^t ^FRT %for THRTTf^rf T[^ 3>F 3R^RT cfR^T % 


■ m, r? 3 f T^R u i, sfM ^ ^ rfor 


14.2. % FRNTT gr ^ TrR dT^d URT ^ 7JT sr^ ^ 7]u^fj dT^dt ^ cfFTT^ 3RTTR m 

^ v T^g I ^WI RTcft Mi^M eFT^T nfo^TRt % TRT 4, ^g-r^F ?fot RTfR efFspF nfo4t 4tf^ WF ^ "^4 TJ sfo T? fo^R 

fogr vjii-fi TTt^r ^ atr % % gR? r^t ^ eiir>4i %> pfrt 3tR dm.4 4? 3 ff?fr m wg^nfcw aFTT'd 4> for ftftn 

^T-nVtcrnlfot fod 5Tg^ for ^Tfo? I wsl, ^dHF J i1, ^fclci4l 3Flfo % 4 W^FFFI St^ 4 j W 4 fofod i 3 T fodWr3Fl 

t^t, T? RTdH gr fo ddiT TTT gfo m TS?I d^t % ^R W 4^cF dr^TT^F ^T 3Ff^FT?R %, Tf4fol std 4? 50% 4> fog 
ignsfo^ CiFF^R TR foer T^cF foqr RHF Tirfoi I I5cf> gfold WF dT^Ft TFT WF %, qfo dH4t j F<rr1 T^fo^^dtfo 'gft 4? 

f?r ^ dd t?r era? grRt gfoid grig cFT^f! %> <sm m tfcff? rfo afo r>F ^®di 4ffor (PFTr^fffo} ^f ^4 dd4> w I dt 
gRRg^FKdTH^jfoFF 4l t dl^F dl^rt ^RF R4fgWTT WF^F %PFTd #?rr^^gRdw 4)50% 4?^ 4 
V’tl^t T?lfoj t 


3F. rr. TffTdK, «F«F^F 

[ ■feFN^/II I/I V/143/04 - TPTTRR ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 24th August, 2004 

No. TAMP/41/2003-TNPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 49 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust for 
prescribing a formula for calculating way leave area for pipelines as in the Order appended hereto. 


Tariff Authority for IVlajor Ports 

Case No. TAM P/41/2003-JNPT 

The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust - - - Applicant 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 10th day of August 2004) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) 
for prescribing a formula for calculating way leave area for pipelines. 


2. The JNPT has made the following submissions: 

(i). JNPT, during the period 1993-95, has allotted eleven plots of land on lease rental basis 
for creation of storage facilities for B&C class liquid chemicals in the area earmarked 
for development of tank farms with the approval of the Ministry of Surface Transport 
(MOST). The MOST stipulated certain terms and conditions in respect of each 
allotment such as. 


(a) Lease rentals for area and way leave corridor, 

(b) Escalation per annum, 

(c) Lease period, 

(d) Periodicity of review and re-fixation of lease rentals. 

(ii) . The users were unable to workout pipeline configuration among themselves. The 

JNPT, on behalf of the users facilitated appointment of consultant for providing 
technical services for the development of common user facilities and other related 
issues connected with the handling of liquid from service berth. 

(iii) . The consultants made a study report which was discussed in the liquid chemical users 

meetings. The users approved the final report presented in the meeting held on 17 
November 1995. The details of allotment of pipelines were agreed by the users and 
the pipelines were provisionally planned from service berth to Common User Manifold 
(CUM) and CUM to users' terminals. 

(iv) . The users allocated among themselves responsibilities for constructing pipeline racks, 

rail flyover bridge, approach bridge at jetty and different cross sections and were to 
undertake laying the pipelines on the basis of the agreed proposal among themselves. 
The implementation schedule of this project was planned among themselves and JNPT 
was monitoring agency. JNPT had permitted to lay the pipelines as per their request 
without any delay. 

(v) . On the basis of a pipe rack of 3.5 mtr. and 4 mtr. the corridor will require roughly 12 sq. 

mtr. space for 11 numbers of pipelines then planned. This space was reserved as a 
way leave corridor. 
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(vi). Considering on an average 12" dia pipe and safety distance of 1 dia on either side of 
the pipe, way leave for each pipe works out to 3 times dia of pipe and length. The 
JNPT adopted this formula for calculating way leave charges. Since the tank farm 
users protested the methodology, a committee of officers visited the MBPT and CIDCO 
to find out the methodology followed by them. The Committee confirmed that the 
procedure adopted for calculating area of way leave corridor is appropriate. 

3 - Since f omiula for calculating way leave area is not stipulated in Government sanction 
a proposal for adopting the formula 3 X dia of pipe X length of pipeline for calculating way leave area 
has been submitted by the port for approval of this Authority. 

4 - ,n accordance with the consultation procedure adopted, the proposal of the JNPT was 
forwarded to the concerned port users / representative bodies of port users for their comments. 


5- The comments received from the concerned user organizations were forwarded to 
JNPT as feed back information, 

6 - A J° int hearing in this case was held on 4 March 2004 at the office of this Authority. At 
the joint hearing, the JNPT and concerned users have made their submissions. 


(i) . As decided at the joint hearing, the JNPT was requested to conduct a joint survey with 

the JNPT LCBUA of the land allotted for pipeline corridor and furnish the joint survey 
report showing separately the areas where foundation piling was done by users at their 
cost. The JNPT was also requested to furnish details of outstanding dues from tank 
farm operators towards lease rentals. 

(ii) . The JNPT LCBUA wanted to submit its suggested formula for measurement of land 

allotted for pipeline corridors after finalisation of the joint survey report. The LCBUA 
was also required to furnish details of the areas of individual operators for which the 
billing is done by JNPT and also the actual area occupied by the pipeline of individual 
parties. 


(i). In response, the JNPT vide its letter dated 21 April 2004 furnished the joint survey 
report of pipeline corridor. The details of area occupied by the pipelines are as follows; 


(a) . 

(b) . 

Net area occupied by pipelines 

Shared area 

21,032.59 sq. mtr. 
5.616.00 so. mtr. 

26.648.59 sq. mtr 

(c). 

Area occupied by Cross-Country 
pipelines (underground). 

30,408.36 sq. mtr 


(ii) . The JNPT also furnished the details of areas where foundation piling was done by the 

users at their cost. 

(iii) . The details of outstanding dues from tank farm operators as on 31 March 2004 was 

also furnished by JNPT. 


(i). As agreed at the joint hearing the LCBUA vide its letter dated 12 May 2004 furnished 
the following details of areas of individual operators for which billing is done by JNPT 
and the actual area occupied by pipeline of individual parties: 
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mm 

Bli 

Party 

Pipe Dia 
(Mtrs) 

Total length of 
pipeline laid 

Area of Pipeline 

Area charged by 
JNPT (Sq. Mtrs) 


DFCL 

0.4064 

4422.13 

1797.154 

5388 

2. 

GBL 

0.2191 

4570.23 

5144.518 

25396.05 

0.3239 

4570.23 

0.4572 

4570.23 

0.4572 

1254.10 

3. 

IMC 

0.2191 

4871.23 

1067.286 

5973.127 

24,944.40 

0.3239 

4937.32 

1348.382 

0.4064 

4871.23 

1577.791 

0.4064 

4871.23 

1979.668 

4. 

RIIL 

0.4064 

5206.73 

2116.015 

6624.00 

5. 

IOTL 

0.4064 

130.00 

4031.302 

12,093.91 

0.6096 

3263.18 

0.6096 

3263.18 

6. 

VIRAJ 

AGRO 

0.2191 

4024.33 

4076.758 

12463.05 

0.3239 

4090.42 

0.4572 

4090.42 

7. 

BS 

0.3239 

5002.13 

1620.190 

4576.00 

8. 

HOCL 

NO LINES LAID 

- 

8868.00 



TOTAL 

24759.064 

100353.41 


The LCBUA has suggested 50% of the product of the pipeline dia and the length of the 
pipeline as formula for measurement of land allotted for pipeline corridor. It has given 
the following main reasons for the suggested formula: 

(a). Its members have met the cost to develop the marshy, un-approachable and 
waste land. 


The corridor width does not exceed 3.5 to 4.0 mts anywhere throughout the 
length of the pipeline corridor. Areas below the road, over the Railway-line and 
under the conveyor belt should not be considered for charging way leave area. 
Members had to incur additional cost in constructing large culverts of heavy 
design to allow vehicle movements of port and other users. 

Corridor width is 3.5 to 4.0 mtrs throughout the length of the pipeline corridor 
mainly to accommodate other users. The corridor involves two and three tiers 
at the cost of members. 


(iii) . The date of application of way leave charges should be 18 months from date of 

approval of lines allowing time for statutory clearances, procurement, erection, testing 
and commissioning of lands. 

(iv) . Way leave charges shall be applicable only in cases where JNPT has made available 

all statutory clearances and common user manifold. 


g A copy of the written submissions dated 12 May 2004 filed by the JNPT LCBUA was 

forwarded to the JNPT as feed back information. The JNPT vide its letter dated 23 June 2004 
responded to the written submission of LCBUA. The main points made in the written submission of 
LpBUA and the comments of JNPT thereon are tabulated below: 


SI. 

No 

Written submission of LCBUA 

Comments of JNPT 

(')• 

The JNPT proposed formula ( 3 X dia X 
length of pipeline) is indifferent to ground 
realities and is not at all justified. 

JNPT had kept approach road / open space on both or one 
side of the pipe rack as a safety zone / space for patrolling. 
The pipes are laid in 2 or 3 tiers on the pipe rack. The 
formula was adopted on the basis of pipe rack of 3.5 m 
width and 4 m wide inspection / patrolling space on both 
sides. While fixing the formula 11 numbers of pipes were 
planned. Considering on an average 12’’ dia pipes and 
safety distance of 1 dia on either side the way leave area 
for each pipe works out to 3 times dia of pipe X length. The 
formula adooted bv JNPT Is. therefore, justifiable. m . 
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SI. 

No. 

Written submission of LCBUA 

Comments of JNPT 

(ii). 

LCBUA re commends the formula (way 
leave area = pipeline dia X length of pipe 
line X 0.50) for calculation of way leave 
area on the following rationale: 

(a) Memters have met the cost to 
develop the marshy, un-approachab!e 
and waste land. The JNPT collected 
Rs. 15 Crores from members and the 
account is yet to be settled. Entire 
investment of pipe racks is done by 
Tank Farm Operators. 

(b) The corridor width does not exceed 
3.5 to 4.0 mts anywhere throughout 
the length of the pipeline corridor. It is 
mainly to accommodate other users. 
Areas below the road, over the 
Railway-line and under the conveyor 
belt should not be considered for 
charging way leave area. Members 
had to incur additional cost in 
constructing large culverts of heavy 
design to allow vehicle movements of 
port and other users. 

The users approved the report of the consultants and 
allocated among themselves the responsibility for 
constructing pipeline racks. The investment for 

construction of pipe racks was done by them as agreed 
earlier. The Association was informed by the JNPT that the 
balance of the amount deposited by the users in the 
Common Pool Fund Account was adjusted against the 
users’ long pending port dues. 

The shared area must be measured while calculating way 
leave area as it is used by users for commercial purposes. 
The pipe rack is approachable and is also passing through 
the land earlier reclaimed by JNPT. 

(iii). 

The date of application of way leave 
charges should be 18 months from the 
date of approval of lines allowing time for 
statutory clearances, procurement, 

erection, testing and commissioning of 
lines. 

The way leave is chargeable from the date of allotment as 
per allotment letter. This was also agreed by all users. 

(iv). 

Way leave charges shall be applicable only 
in cases where JNPT has made available 
all statutory clearances and Common User 
Manifold (wherever applicable). 

It is the responsibility of users to take all statutory 
clearances. JNPT has no role in this regard. Common 
Users Manifold is in operation from October / November 
1999. A! tank farm operators have their individual pipelines 
from jetty to their tank farms. Only two pipelines of IMC 
and Viraj Agro are passing from a Common User Manifold. 


10.1. A second joint hearing in this case was held on 25 June 2004 at the office of this 

Authority. At the jcnnt hearing, the JNPT and the JNPT Liquid Chemical Berth Users’ Association have 
made their submissions. 

10.2 At the joint hearing, the JNPT submitted a comparative statement showing the 

outstanding billing position calculated as per JNPT formula and as per users’ formula. 


10.3. As agreed at the joint hearing, the JNPT was requested to verify and furnish certain 

information on way leave area as adopted by the MBPT. In response, the JNPT vide its letter dated 13 
July 2004 furnished the requisite details as tabulated below: 


Queries 

Response from JNPT 

(a). Formula for calculation of 

way leave area adopted 
at the MBPT. 

(i) . For otoe line on land (whether buried or on the around) 

(Length of the pipe line on land X (external dia including insulation + 
600 mm subject to a minimum of 1 meter) X Rate in Rupees per sq. 
mtr per month.) 

(ii) . For DiDe lines laid on trestle: 

Way leave fees per month = Length of the pipe line X External dia of 
the pipe line in mm including insulation + 300 mm X Rate of relevant 
time. 

(The way leave charges for the pipe lines laid on trestle are based on 
the actual cost of construction.) 

(iii) . Wav leave charaes for lavina new oioe line on land: 

The way leave charges are fixed based on the market value of the 
area prescribed in the Ready Reckoner of 2004. This rate is 
^jncrBSsed-b.v.4% evarv veanand revised evef¥-5.vears.__ 
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(b). Whether MBPT allows any 

concessional lease rent as 
compared to normal lease 
rent for land, if land is used 
for way leave. 

No response. 

(c). Whether expenditure on 

foundation for laying 
pipelines is incurred by 
MBPT. 

No response. However, the Committee report on way leave charges 
furnished earlier by JNPT to us as a part of its proposal indicates that 
trestles were built by MBPT. 


11- As agreed at joint hearing, the JNPT LCBUA was requested to furnish calculations of 

way leave as per the formula suggested by Association. The J.N.P.T. LCBUA did not respond even 
after a reminder. 

12. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the 
office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned 
parties will be sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be available in our website 
www. tariffauthority. org. 

13. Based on the information collected during the processing of the case, and the 
arguments advanced at the joint hearings, the following position emerges: 

(i) . The JNPT had allotted land from time to time on lease basis to the private operators for 

creation of storage facilities for liquid chemicals. In addition, the port has also allotted 
land for way leave corridor in order to enable the private operators to lay pipe lines. 
The pipelines are intended to handle liquid cargo from the berths to the tank farms of 
the users. The port has also an arrangement of Common User Manifold (CUM). The 
dedicated pipelines carry the liquid cargo from the berth to the tank farms of the users. 
In some cases, pipelines carry the liquid cargo from the berth and terminate at the 
CUM. The users are also permitted to lay their pipelines from the CUM to their tank 
farms. 

The JNPT has allotted land based on the approvals received from the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Shipping. The port has reported that the Government approvals 
for allotment of land is subject to the terms and conditions specified. The formula for 
calculating way leave area is not stipulated in Government approvals. Hence the port 
has come up with a proposal for approval of a formula for calculating way leave area. 

(ii) . Apart from the disagreement with regard to the proposed formula for calculation of way 

leave area, the disagreement between the users and the JNPT extends to the quantum 
of area allotted by the port for laying pipelines, minimum guaranteed throughput, 
effective date of levy of lease rental on the land allotted for way leave area and 
outstanding dues from the users etc. The issue before this Authority is confined to the 
proposal of the port regarding the formula for calculation of way leave area for charging 
purposes. 

(iii) . The LCUBA has made an interesting argument of comparing road/rail infrastructure for 

other bulk cargo/containers with the pipeline provided for liquid cargo. In the present 
structure of Indian ports, which are self-financing in nature, cost of every infrastructure 
provided is to be recovered through user charges. The tariff structure may vary from 
case to case. For liquid cargo pipe lines, way leave charges are levied not only at 
JNPT but in most other major port trusts. 

(iv) . The JNPT LCBUA has demanded adjustments in lease rental rates to the extent of 

50%, even though they strongly feel nothing should be charged for way leave 
permission. As correctly pointed out by JNPT its proposal is not for fixing/revising the 
lease rents which are to be levied as per the existing orders / agreements. 
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(v) . The JNPT has proposed to levy way leave charges for an area calculated by 

considering three times the diameter of the pipelines. It is noteworthy that multiple 
layer pipeline arrangement exists at many places in the way leave corridor allowed by 
JNPT and if the proposed formula is implemented, each of the pipelines will pay for an 
area of 3 times its diameter, which obviously defies any logic. As pointed out by users 
and revealed by the joint survey report, there is no sufficient margin physically available 
on both sides of the pipeline corridors. That being so, margin required at both sides of 
the pipeline for maintenance purposes is not feasible because alongside of pipeline are 
Railway line, Coast, Public Road etc., and, therefore, not relevant even if it is conceded 
that maintenance is the responsibility of users, as admitted by them. It will definitely be 
unreasonable to charge for an area of 98383 sq. mtrs when the actual area occupied 
by the pipelines is far less. Users cannot be required to pay for the area not provided 
to them. The formula proposed by JNPT cannot, therefore, be accepted. 

(vi) . It is to be admitted that no uniform formula is applied across all the major port trusts for 

calculation of way leave area. This issue need to be gone into while examining the 
proposals for revision of rates at the respective ports. At the JNPT, it is significant to 
note that lease rent for way leave area is also calculated at the rate applicable for the 
tank farm area, reportedly based on the Government decision at the time of initial 
allotment. While it may not be appropriate to go into the merit of this arrangement at 
this juncture, it appears reasonable to calculate way leave area reckoning only the 
actual area occupied by the pipelines. Since that is the area which is in actual 
possession of users and therefore justifiably has to be paid for. 

(vii) . Way leave area covers two types of alignment in the corridor - i.e. single pipelines and 

multi-layer stacks of pipelines. The area occupied by single pipeline should be 
calculated based on the diameter and length of that pipeline. In case of multi-layer 
pipeline stacks only the physical area occupied by the pipelines should be considered 
and individual users should be billed pro rata on the basis of the diameter and length of 
their pipelines passing through that area. 

(viii). The joint survey report indicates certain quantum of area shared in the way leave 
corridor, both over-ground and underground. Such shared area relates to jetties, 
railway bridges, culverts, roads, etc. It is noteworthy that there is no disagreement 
between the port and the users on the w quantum of shared area. There is, however, 
disagreement on the question of levy of way leave charges on such shared area. The 
L.CBUA has suggested to exclude the shared area for billing purposes. On the other 
hand, the port has contended that the shared area must be reckoned for calculation of 
way leave area as such shared area is used by the users for commercial purposes. 
There is no doubt a case for levy o,f way leave charges for the shared area. 

Apart from the shared area, the issue raised also concerns underground cross-country 
pipelines. The entire area can be counted for way leave charge purpose provided the 
right of possession of the surface area is available to the pipeline owners. If the users 
sire able to establish that right of possession of the surface area is not with them due to 
the physical constraints, then it may be reasonable to count only 50% area for billing 
purposes. This position should hold good in case of the shared area where pipelines 
gio over jetties, railway bridges etc. By design, right of possession of the surface area in 
these area is not available to the pipeline owner. They get only a right of way and, 
therefore, the area for billing purpose in such cases can be taken at 50% of the total 
shared area. In short the principle for billing should be whether the area is in actual 
possession of users and if that is not so and what they are enjoying is only ‘Right of 
Way’ billing should be done by calculating 50% of such area where users enjoy ‘Right 
cf Way’. 

14.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

* mind, this Authority rejects the formula proposed by the JNPT for calculation of way leave area. 
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It?' - . . . J or purpose of way leave charges, the area occupied by single pipelines should be 
calculated based on the diameter and length of those pipelines. In case of multi-layer pipeline stacks 

users shoul/be 3 ^ mufti,ayer P jpe,lne stacks shou,d be considered and the respective 

users should be billed for pro-rata area on the basis of the diameter and length of their pipelines 

passing through that area. With respect to the area shared with road, rails, jetties, etc. the resDective 
users should be billed pro-rata for 50% of concerned area assuming that they do not have exclusive 
possess.on o land and what they have is only ‘Right of Way’. As far as underground pipes arl 
concerned if the users establish that the possession of surface area above the underground cross- 

lol" Jth?nrnH S f f? phy f lca,,y ™ th them, the area occupied by such pipelines should be counted 
50 /o of the product of diameter and length, for the purpose of levy of way leave charges. 


A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[AD VI/ IJ1/IV/143/04-Exty. j 
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